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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-3 and 5-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Rogers (US-6301484). 

a. Referring to claim I: 

Regarding claim 1, Rogers teaches a method for remotely controlling and/or 
regulating at least one system, in particular an industrial system, 
-using a communication device which is assigned to the system (Col 3, Line 58-60 
teaches a communication device), 

- wherein a communication is dispatched by the communication device (Col 5, Line 4-10 
teaches dispatching a communication), 

- the communication comprises information relating to the system and a validation code 
(Col 7, Line 31-45 teaches the message comprising of information relating to the system 
and a confirmation code), and 

- from a message which the communication device receives after the communication has 
been dispatched (Col 5, Line 14-15 teaches a received SMS message), 

• a check code is extracted according to a first extraction rule (Col 5, Line 14-33 
teaches extracting a check code to see if the message is a control message) 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/5 1 0,372 Page 3 

Art Unit: 4193 

• by means of the validation code and the check code it is checked whether the 
message originates from a receiver of the communication (Col 5, Line 34-55 
teaches checking whether the message is for the receiver of the communication), 

• only if the checking is successful, an instruction information according to the 
first extraction rule is extracted from the message and is implemented by 
the system (Col 6, Line 29-45 teaches checking for the validation and 
implementing the extracted message), 

-wherein the validation code has a limited period of validity, wherein a validity 
information is added to the validation code (Col 6, Line 15-29 teaches a validity 
information of 'T' or 'F' added to the validation code). 

b. Referring to claim 2: 

Regarding claim 2, Rogers teaches the method as claimed in claim 1, wherein the 
validity information is appended to or is prefixed to the validation code (Col 6, Line 15- 
29 teaches a validity information of 'T' or 'F' appended to the validation code). 

c. Referring to claim 3: 

Regarding claim 3, Rogers teaches the method as claimed in claim 1, wherein the 
validation code is valid once (Col 5, Line 47-53 teaches the model ID validation code 
being valid once. If it is not valid when it is first checked, it is deleted). 

d. Referring to claim 5: 

Regarding claim 5, Rogers teaches the method as claimed in claim 1, wherein the 
validation code is transmitted in encrypted form (Col 7, Line 9 teaches encrypting the 
validation code). 

e. Referring to claim 6: 
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Regarding claim 6, Rogers teaches the method as claimed in claim 1, wherein the 
validation code itself is encrypted before it is added in accordance with a first 
combination rule to the communication or message (Col 7, Line 9 teaches encrypting the 
validation code). 

f. Referring to claim 7: 

Regarding claim 7, Rogers teaches the method as claimed in claim 1, wherein the 
check code is transmitted in encrypted form. (Col 7, Line 9 teaches encrypting the check 
code). 

g. Referring to claim 8: 

Regarding claim 8, Rogers teaches the method as claimed in claim 1, wherein 

- by the receiver of the communication, a dispatcher information is added to the message, 
which he generates (Col 4, Line 15-18 teaches authentication data added to the message), 
in accordance with a third combination rule, 

- the dispatcher information is extracted from the message in accordance with a third 
extraction rule (according to the embodiments of the invention in Col 5-8, the 
information in the SMS message including the authentication information is extracted 
from the message), 

- by means of the dispatcher information and stored dispatcher data the dispatcher is 
identified (according to the embodiments of the invention in Col 5-8, the authentication 
information is compared to a stored list to identify the dispatcher as is done in identifying 
the device), 

- only if the checking, as to whether the message originates from a receiver of the 
communication, is successful and if the identification of the dispatcher is successful, an 
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instruction information is implemented by the system, after the check code and dispatcher 
information have been extracted from the message (Col 4, Line 15-18 teaches 
authentication data added to the message as part of the SMS message and according to 
the embodiments of the invention, if the dispatcher is not authenticated, the instruction 
information wont be implemented), and 

- if the checking and/or the identification of the dispatcher were/was not successful, 
the instruction information is ignored (according to the embodiments of the invention in 
Col 5-8, if the dispatcher is not authenticated, the instruction information is ignored) 

h. Referring to claim 9: 

Regarding claim 9, Rogers teaches the method as claimed in claim 8, wherein the 
dispatcher information contains a secret password or a secret identification number (Col 
7, Line 7-10 teaches authentication field to authenticate the sender, such authentication 
information might comprise password or secret identification information). 

i. Referring to claim 10: 

Regarding claim 10, Rogers teaches the method as claimed in claim 8, wherein 
the dispatcher information is transmitted in encrypted form (Col 7, Line 9 teaches 
encrypting the transmission), 
j. Referring to claim 11: 

Regarding claim 11, Rogers teaches the method as claimed claim 8, wherein the 
dispatcher information itself is encrypted before it is added to the message in accordance 
with a third combination rule (Col 7, Line 9 teaches encrypting the transmission), 
k. Referring to claim 12: 
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Regarding claim 12, Rogers teaches the method as claimed in claim 1, wherein 
the entire communication and/or message are encrypted (Col 7, Line 9 teaches encrypting 
the transmission). 
1. Referring to claim 13: 

Regarding claim 13, Rogers teaches the method as claimed in claim 1, wherein 
the communication and/or the message are dispatched and/or received by means of short 
message service (Col 58-65 teaches SMS) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 4 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rogers (US- 
6301484), and further in view of Takahashi (US-6295458). 

a. Referring to claim 4: 

Regarding claim 1, Rogers teaches the method as claimed in claim 1. Rogers does 
not teach the validation code generated by a random number generator. However, 
Takahashi teaches using a random number generator to generate a code for an SMS 
message (Col 6, Line 46-50 teaches a number generator to generate an SMS message.). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time the invention 
was made to modify Rogers' system to use a random number generator to generate the 
number as taught by Takahashi for the purpose of providing a secure validation code for 
the system. 
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5. Claim 14 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rogers (US- 
6301484), and further in view of Oinonen (US-6275710). 

a. Referring to claim 14: 

Regarding claim 14, Rogers teaches the method as claimed in claim 1, Rogers is 
silent on the message received via Internet. However, Oinonen teaches the message is 
received via Internet (See Oinonen, Col 2, Line 44-46 teaches a TCP/IP transmission 
protocol). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time the 
invention was made to modify Rogers' system to transmit the message via the internet as 
taught by Oinonen for the purpose of using the system to control different devices such as 
laptops or computers using the TCP/IP protocol. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

a. Song (US-6393297) discloses a method for remotely controlling an external 
appliance via a mobile terminal in a mobile radio system supporting a short message 
service (SMS) (See Abstract) 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Izunna Okeke whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
3854. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30 AM - 5:00 PM 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Long Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-1753. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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/Long Nguyen/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 4193 



